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PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 
TRANSMITTING, 
In answer to Senate resolution of December 5, 1883, report of the Secretary 
of State respecting the exemttion of the treaty of 1819 with Spain. 
APRIL 21, 1884.-Read and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered 
to be printed. 
To the Senate of the United States: 
In response to the resolution of the Senate of the 5th of Dec_ember 
last, respecting the execution by the United States of the ninth article 
of the treaty of 1819 with Spain, I transmit herewith a report of the Sec-
retary of State and its accompanying papers. · 
· CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECU'l'IVE MANSION, 
Washington, April 18, 1884. 
To the President: 
The Secretary of State, to whom has been referred the resolution of 
the Senate of the 5th December, requesting the President to inform that 
body, if not incompatible with th~ public service, first, "whet~er or 
not, in his opinion, the ninth article of the treaty of 1819 between the 
United States and Spain has been fully executed by the United States"; 
second, "if it has not been fully executed, then whether the impedi-
me.nt to its execution arises out of unsettled questions of fact or unde-
termined questions of law, and what, if any, are such unsettled questions 
of fact and undetermined questions of law," has the honor to report 
that, supposing, as is contended by Spain, the article of the treaty ad-
verted to has not been fully executed by the United States, this Depart• 
ment is not aware of any unsettled questions of fact which have retarded 
a close of the controversy. 
The principal and perhaps the only question of law involved is whether 
the United States are bound to pay interest ou the amount awarded to 
claimants by the Florida judges pursuant to the acts of Congress for 
carrying the treaty into effect. Those acts, however, conferred upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury an appellate power from the decisions of 
tho ·e judges, and every such officer to whom applicat10n for interest on 
the awards has been made bas, by 'virtue of the discretion vested in 
him, tleci<led that interest was not justly payable. The same decision 
has been rendered by the several .A.ttorueys-General of the United 
States to whom the subject bas been referred. Deeming it possible, 
however, that the present Attorney-General might entertain a different 
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opinion, a letter was some time since addressed to him upon the ub-
ject, a copy of w bich, together with the reply of that officer, is hereunto 
annexed. In addition to those papers, a letter addressed by the cre-
tary of State to the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affair of 
the House of Representatives, dated April JO, 1882, transmitting a note 
from Mr. Barca, the Spanish minister, and a statement showing the 
several amounts allowed and paid as principal on the several claims 
which the courts returned as interest-bearing, is likewise subjoined. 
FRED'K T. FRELINGHUYSE . 
DEPARTMENT OF ST.A.TE, 
Washington, April 17, 1884. 
111.r. Frelinghuysen to Mr. Brewster. 
DEP .A.RTMENT OF ST.A.TE, 
Washington, June 26, 1883. 
Srn: The records of the Department of Justice will show that sev-
eral of your predecessors have sanctioned the decision of Mr. Levi 
Woodbury as Secretary of the Treasury against the accountability of 
this Government for interest on the awards of the Florida judges in 
cases of claims of Spanish subjects, under the ninth article of the treaty 
with Spain of 1819. The proceedings of those judges and of the Secre-
tary of the Treasury were authorized by the acts of Congress of 1823 
and 1834. 
It seems obvious from the tenor of those acts that the purpose of Con-
gress in passing them was to create a commission for examining the 
complaints of Spanish su~jects for losses resulting from the operations of 
American troops in Florida. The only protection provided for thi 
Government against errors in the decisions of the Florida judges wa 
the right of appeal to the Secretary of the Treasury, who, by the act 
referred to, was vested with unlimited discretion as to his allowance . 
This he exercised by rejecting the awards in some cases, diminishing 
them in others, and refusing to allow a claim for interest in any. It is 
understood that there is no record of any objection by Spain to the pro• 
vision of the acts referred to by which this Government proposed to 
make the awards stipulated for in behalf of Spanish subjects, and it wa 
not until December, 1849, that she officially objected to a rejection of 
the claim for intere t, which was done in a note of Mr. Ualderon, then 
mini ter here, to this Department of the 30th of that month. 
I inclo e a printed copy of letters of 10th and 11th of April, 1882, 
upon the subject, addressed by the Department to the Hon. C. G. Will• 
iam , chairman of the Committee on Foreig·n Affairs of the House of 
Repre ntatives. At the close of the former letter three different sug• 
ge tion were made. 
'Ibat e ion clo ed without any proceedings in regard to the matter, 
and the la t e ion al o. The Spanish minister here is very anxion 
for a conclu ive an wer upon the ubject. 
I will con quentl thank you for your opinion a to the liability of 
th _nit l tat under the treaty for the intere t claimed, notwith-
·~ ndrng th a,b enc of an expre ·tipulation to that effect, and the 
11 nt. al. o, . f tb a ·t of on re for carrying the treaty into efii ct. 
Iy unpr, · ion i that, und r the circumstance , ample ju tice ha ai-
r acly bE·<'n don by thi overnm nt to the aggrie-ved partie . 
I have, &c., 
FRED K T. FREII GHUY E ... -r. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, April 11, 1882. 
SIR: Referring to my letter of yesterday's date on the subject of the cl::i,im of. the 
Spanish Government for payment of the withheld interest on the_ East Flor1da ?l.am~s, 
I have to request that the letter and its accompaniments be prmted, as of utility m 
connection with any further discussion of the matter. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
· FRED'K T. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
Hon. C. G. WILLIAMS, 
Cha1 man of the Co1nrnittee on Foreign Affairs, 
House of Rep1·esentatives. 
DEPARTMENT 0]' ~STATE, 
Washington, .April 10, 1882. 
SIR: I have the honor to acknowledge the rec~ipt of Mr. B~njamin_ Wi~son's let.ter 
of the 2d ultimo, asking, on behalf of the Committee on Foreign ~ffaus, 1~form_at10_n 
a.s to the portions of the award made under the treaty of 1819 with Spam which is 
claimed to be unpaid. 
In reply to the request of the committee, I have the honor to lay before them the 
history of this claim as made, and also a tabular statement showing the amount of 
the claims. 
In the ninth article of the treaty with Spain, concluded ou the 22d of February, 
1819, the United States agreed-
" To cause satisfaction to be made for the injuries, if any, which by process of law 
shall be established to have been suffered by the Spanish officers and individual 
Sp$1.nish inhabitants by the late operations of the American Army in Florida/' (8 Stat. 
at L., 260.) 
In 1823 Congress enacted: 
"That the judges of the superior courts established at Saint Augustine and Pensa-
cola, " " * Territory of Florida, respectively, are hereby authorized and directed 
to receive antl adjust all claims arising within their respective jurisdictions of the 
inhabitants of said Territory, or their representatives, agreeably to the 9th article of 
the treaty with Spain, by which the said Territory was ceded to the United States; 
• " * that in all cases in which said judges shall decide in favor of the claimants, 
the decisions, with the evidence on which they are founded 1 shall be by said judges 
reported to the Secretary of the Treasury, who, on being satisfied that the same is 
just and equitable, within the provisions of the said treaty, shall pay the amount 
thereof to the person or persons in whose favor the same is adjudged." (3 Stat. at 
L., 768.) 
Under this act the courts, both in East and West Florida, took jurisdiction of claims. 
A question early arose as to the extent of their jurisdiction and the meaning of the 
word "late" in the act. A dPcision of Secretary Crawford a,s to the West Florida 
claims, and a subsequent decision of Secretary Rush as to the East Florida claims, 
caused the passage of an act in li,34 enlarging the jurisdiction of the courts, as con-
strued by the Secretaries of the Treasury. By this act Congress authorized the judge 
of the superior court of Saint Augustine to receive, examine, anJ.. adjudge all cases of 
claims for such losses not theretofore presented to said judge, or in w bich the evidence 
was withheld in consP,quence of the decision of the Secretary of the Treasury that 
such claims were not provided for by the treaty, provided the claims should be pre-
sented within one year from,the passage of the a.ct; and·the Secretary of the Treasury 
was directed to pay the amount awarded by the judge in all cases where bis decision 
should be deemed by the Secretary to be just. (6 Stat. at L., f>69.) 
In an act passed April 12, 1847, after the admissio!l of Florida, it was enacted that 
the unfinished business then pending before the jndge of the superior court at Saint 
A1_1gustine be transferre<l. to the judge of the dit:1trict court of Florida, aml t,he dis-
tr1ct judge was empowered to proceed to determine and .finish all such business. (9 
Stat. at L., 130.) 
In the exercise of the discretion reposed in them by Congress, the Secretaries of 
the T~easury revised various judgments of the courts upon the claims submitted to 
them m tlu:ee respects: (1) Some of them they rejected entirely as not coming within 
the tre_aty. (2) Some of them, on examination of the documentary proof, they re-
duced m amount, either in couseqnence of finding valnations excessive or in conse-
quence of finding items included in judgments which did not properly come within 
the treaty. (3) By rejecting interest npon all claims on which interest is allowed. 
The grounds for rejecting or modifying the cla.irns in the -first and second of these 
classes are stated in Secret,ary Woodbury's letter of January 3, 18~7, to the Speaker 
of the Hou e of Representatives (H. Ex. Doc. 67, Twenty-fourth Concrress second 
se · ion). They are, in brief, (1) That some were claims for slaves who h
0
ad l~ft their 
mast-ers before the invasion of 18H:l and joined the hostile Indians. (2) 'l'hat some 
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were for damage and losses occasioned or done by Indians hostile to the Unit d t 
(3) That sowe were for property of Spanish subjects who were acting with th 
mies of Spain, which had been destroyed by Spanish troops. 
The amounts and dates of the se,~eral judgments rendered by the court., torr th •r 
with the amounts allowed on the samA by the Secretaries of the Trea nry, and th 
several payments made on the same, with the dates thereof, are shown in detail in 
the tables accompanying anu forming part of S. Ex. Doc. 82, first seseion Thirty-th ird 
Congress. . 
It is presumed, however, that in the present state of the controversy it will not b 
found necessary to furnish these data any further than their results appear in th 
tables accompanying t,his Jetter. 
The first decision reject.ing interest was made by Secretary Woodbury on the 20th 
December, 1836. In the case of John Gianopoli he allowed the claim a adjud 1d 
"with the P.4Ception of interest, which it is believed has not been allowed in clan 
similarlv situate<l." 
The claimants ve.ry early took exception to the rPjection of t,he iuterest, but never-
theless the Treasury continued to follow the precedent of Mr. Woodlrnry's clcci ion. 
In 1841 Secretary Ewing took the opinion of Attorney-General Crittenden on the 
question. He answered that, without determining whether in justice interest ourrh 
or ought not to be allowed, the termA of the acts of 1823 and 18:{4 did not authorize 
the courts to allow it. (3 Opinions Attorneys-Gelleral, 638,639.) 
In 1843 the Secretary of t'be Treasury again took the opinion of the law officer of 
the Government. Attorney-General Nelson replied that he did not regard it a an 
open question; that Mr. Crittenden had already decided it, and, further, that h 
could see no reason to question the soundness of Mr. Crittenden's opinion. (4 Opin-
ions, 292, 293.) 
In 1849 Secretary Walker again consulted the Attorney-General. Mr. Crittenden, 
who bad again become Attorney-General, gave an ela,uorate opinion, from which I ex-
tract the following: 
"Of the claims provide<l for by the treaty and uy the acts of Congress before men-
tioned, it appears that during the last twenty-five or tweuty-Rix years more than two 
huudrutl have been from time to time adjudicated by the E lorida judges rtnd pres.anted 
to the Treasury Department for revision and payment by the Treasury; that m the 
great ma,jori ty of cases interest was allowed by those judges in their decrees a~rl 
awards, and that in every such instance, during the whole period of tim , the claim 
for iutcrest has been deci<ied against and rPjected by every Secretary of the 'freasu~r• 
'l'he8e Secretaries were by law made' special j ndges in this matter, with final juri dic-
tion. Their decisions rnnst be presumed to have been made with deliberation and 
upon dne consideration of the before-mentioned acts of Congress, and of the treaty, 
so far as it was by reference made a part of them. . 
"The opinions of several Attorneys-General, who were officially called on for their 
advice, have sanctioned those decisions without the dissent of any one of the~,. 
far as I am informed. Some years ago Mr. Attorney-General elson, in an op101?n 
given by him on this very subject, declares this que8tion of interest not open for dt,· 
cuRsion. He considered it then as settled by previous decisions and practice that no 
int •rest was to ue allowed. Iu that opinion I concur." (5 Opinions Attorneys-Gen-
eral, 3~12, 35:3.) 
In December, 1 49, Mr. Calderon, the Spanish mini ter at Washington, opened the 
que tion cliplomaticall,v in a note to ecretary Clayton, in which he stated thatbe_be-
liev ·d th· j ndgrnents of the courts to be in conformity with the expr ss stipnlat10. 
of the treaty and the public law which controls such deci ion. ( '. Ex. Doc.2 
Forty-sixth Con gr s, econd se sion, page 6.) 
, 1~cr tary orwin, in 1 51, r f•rrecl all thE> e ca es to the olicitor of the Trea ury. 
Th olidtor wa, of opinion that th United ta.tea were bound to pay the full amoun 
of th· d er• s of the Florida jndg , and t be cases were acnt back to th j ndge of th 
district court of the United, 'tate8 for the northern district of :Florida, under the ac 
ofl.47. 
Th court, af ,r examination, entered deer cs ustaining the original cl ci ion oi 
tb T rritorial di trict courts a to interest. An appeal wa tak n to the uprero 
Co_u~t, which wa, dismi .· ·e<l for want of juri <liction. Chief Jmitice Tan y, in th 
oprn10~1 of tho ~ourt, aid of the tribunal provided hy law for a.clju tin.g th cl:ii~: 
'It 1.- too v1cl nt for argum nt on the suhject that nch a tribunal 1 not a Jud1c1 
onf', and th, t, tlw , ct of Con.,n· .. dicl not int nd to make it on ." (t:3 Howard, 4i . 
. '? !win r, judicial tribunal, the 'upreme Court would not entertain appellat ju-
n <lu·t1011 ov r it . 
. Iu 1 ;:J • cretary Guthrie referr d the same ca e agitin to Attorney-Gen ral Cu b-
rn~. In an ·lal,orat • opinion that offi ·er aid: 
· Th onvic:tion i. for· cl on m that th re is not in th hi tory f tho Gov rum u 
, cl : r :r ~·a tl!an thi~ of reR j11dirata, both a opinion ancl as action. If fonr oncur-
p1111ou ot ttoru y - eneral, at different times, without any contradictory or 
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dissentient opinion, and the unvarying action of succ_es~ive Secretar~es of ~he Treasury 
for twenty years either affirmatively in expressly refusmg, or negatively rn not allow-
ing, interest, do' not constitnte a decision of t,h~ <{nestion of the official duty_ of the 
Secretary of the Treasury in the premises, then 1t 1s not easy to see ?ow tht re 1s to be 
any decision ofa matter of law involved in the action of the Executive Department.'" 
(6 Opinions Attorneys-Genera], 541, 542.) . . . · 
In 1857, after the Court of Claims had been orgamzed as a comm!ss10n to hea~· and 
report to Congress, but before authority had been conferred up?n 1t to render _Judg-
ment against the United States, these cases were rPferred to 1t. After hearing, a 
majority of the judges reported that, inasmuch as the rights of cla,im3:nts m~1st depend 
upon the construction of the acts of Congress and not upon the st1pulat1ons of the 
treaty, the claimants bad no legal cause of action. 
In 1869, Mr. Roberts, the then Spanish minister at ·washington, called the atten-
tion of Mr. Fish, then Secretary of State, to these claims. 
In 1870, Mr. Roberts ao-ain ca11ed Mr. Fish's attention to the subject. On March 8, 
18il, Mr. Fish replied : "' 
"As early as December, 1836, a claim ideutical in principle with those yon have pre-
sented was submitted to the then Secretary of the Treasury and was disallowed by 
him. I will not enter into the question whether that decision was correct or errone-
ous, for the precedent bas been so often and so long permitted to control the disposi-
tion of other claims under the ninth article-of the treaty of 1819, as to preclude the 
Executive branch of this Government from disregarding or reversing it. The judi-
cial branch has declared itself incompetent to deal with the subject. It has thus be-
come a practical necessity of administration to await further legislation by Congress 
before taking any fresh action in relation to these claims." · 
Mr. Roberts on June 13, 1871, asked a review of this decision; and Mr. Fish on the 
15th of June replied that he was obliged to adhere to the opinion already expressed. 
On February 15, 1872, Mr. Roberts asked Mr. Fish to seek the desired legislation of 
Congress; and Mr. Fish on March 6, 1872, informed Mr. Roberts that the matter had 
been submitted to Congress through the chairman of the Committee on J;'oreign Affairs 
of the House of Representatives. 
Congress did nothing, and on the 9th January, 1874, Admiral Polo de Bernabe, Span-
ish minister at Washington, again invited Mr. Fish's attention to the subject. Mr. 
Fish answered on the 10th January, 1874, that the correspondenco already submitted to 
Congress showed that further legislation wa,s deemed iudispensable; that if Congress 
should pass the requisite law it would _be promptly and faithfully carried into effect; 
but that, under all the circumstances, the proper functions of the Department were be-
lieved to be limited to making known to Congress all the facts which might be desir-
able as a basis for legislation. (S. Ex. Doc. 205, second session Forty-sixth Congress, 
pp. 31, 32.) 
. In 1878, Mr. Mantilla, the Spanish minister at Washington, renewed the discussion 
ma note to Mr. Evarts. (lb., p~tge 32.) On the 3d June, 1879, M1·. Mendez de Vigo, 
the successor to Mr. Mantilla, called Mr. Evarts's attention to the fact "that a year 
had elapsed an<l. the note still remained unanswered." (lb., page 38.) 
On the 28th of the same June Mr. Seward replied that-
" During a long series of year:1 and with every disposition on its part to do justice, 
not only to the merits of the individual claims, bnt also to the advocacy of those 
claims, with more or less insistance by the Government which you represent, the com-
pl~x and correlated factious of the executive, Jegislative, and judicial bran·cbes of 
this Government, and the almost complete unanimity wit.h which one after the other 
~f those co-ordinate branches has been constrained to regard the action heretofore had 
m respect to those claims as res judicata, have repeatedly barred the termination of 
the matter by the direct process advocated by 8efior Mantilla's note. It is not to be 
supposed that a stumbling ulock of such ma,gnitude, which has stood iu the way of 
:in !l-djustment for a third of a century in spite of all constitutional efforts to remove 
it,. 1s to be lightly brushed aside l>y the mere executive will of any one office of the ad-
mmistration, independently of judicial or legislative co-operation." (lb., page 39.) 
(?n the rnth Oc~o~er, 1 ?9, Mr. Menclez de Vigo replied to this_ note .. (Ib.,page45.) 
Th1s brought a reJomder from Mr. Hay on the 1st M'lirch, 1880, rn which he said: 
"Upon due co.nsirleration the President has thought proper to submit the whole 
matt~r to the decision of the Congress of the United States." (lb., page 51.) 
It 1 not known at this Department that Congress took any action on this message. 
On the ~h day of December last, Mr. Francisco Barca, the present minister of Spain 
at _Wa hmgton,_ transmitted to 1_ny predecessor a note, of which I inclose a copy, it 
bemg the ouly 1mportaut paper rn the recent correspondence on this subject which 
ha. not already ~een s~bmitted to one or the other branch of Congress. 
The sol qnest1on ra.1sed between the two Governments is as to the non-payment of 
ntere~t on the amount awarded. I iuclose in this ler.ter a table which i;bows the sev-
ral amounts allowed and paid as principal on the several claims which the courts re-
nrned as interest-bearing. This represents the only principal fund which can feed a 
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claim for interest. This table also shows the amount of interest in each case at the 
rate (5 per cent. ) aml for the period allowed by the court. When the principal w 
determined and in due course paid, the fund to feed the claim for interest cea. ed. 
The actual amount in dispute, therefore, according to the understandino- of tbi 
Department, is $1,199,668.58. 
0 
It thus appears that the claim for interest is a stale claim, the same having been 
rejected forty-six years ago. 
This rejection, it is true, has not been acquiesced in, but while the claim for int r-
est has been persistently insisted upon, it has, nevertheles., been persistently rejected, 
as appears by the rulings of the Secretaries of the Treasnry, having special juri diction 
of the question, and by the opinions of successive Attorneys-General, and by that of 
the Court of Claims. It would seem that this question is res judicala. Were the 
question a new one, without giving an opinion as to what would be the rule of inter-
national law, I may call your attention to the fact that this Government has not u. u-
ally paid interest to its creditors; and to the fact that the rule with this Government 
is that when a creditor of the United States accepts the money awarded him by a com-
mission or special tribunal he is held to be concluded by that acceptance. He is not 
permitted to accept the award as a payment on account. This rule is manifest and 
approved by the following adjudications of the Supreme Court of the United States: 
In the case of the United States vs. Justice (14 Wall., p. 535), it was held that-
"Where a contractor with the United States and the United States disagree as to 
what is justly due to the contractor, and the question is referred to a commis ion con-
stituted by proper authority to audit such claims as that of the contractor, and the 
commission finds a certain sum as justly due, and the contractor receives that sum, he 
cannot sustain a claim in the Court of Claims for a further sum, even though he has 
given no receipt in full." 
And in the United States vs. Adams (7 Wallace, p. 463), referring to claims arii,ing 
out of contract, and heard by a special commission appointed for the purpose, it was 
held that-
" If the claimant voluntarily come before a board thus appointed and present his 
claim, and the board investigate it, and Congress afterward enact that all claims al-
lowed by such board shall be deemed to be due and payable and be paid upon .pres-
entation of a voucher with the commissioner's certificate thereon, and the petitwner 
do present his voucher and receive payment of the sum so allowed by the boa~d, he 
cannot afterwards recover in the Court of Claims a balance which would remarn, on 
an af:!sumption of the validity of his original contract." . 
And in the case of the United States vs. CIJild & Co. (12 Wal. , 232), the doctrme of 
the case of the United States vs. Adams (7 Wa1., 463) was affirmed. 
It may be claimed that this rule would not apply when the question is one not be-
tween an in<lividual and the United States, but is one of an international charar.ter. 
In closing, I take leave to express the earnef:!t wish of this Department that Con· 
gress may find time to make some positive expression of its wishes. I also take leave 
to indicate some ways in which this may be done: 
I. Congress may be of opinion that the Government of Spa.in has no just claim upon 
the Government of the United States in respect of this deferred interest. In that ca e 
I hope it will be willing to express its opinion by a positive resolution to that effect 
whieh shall terminate this controversy. . 
II. Congress may be of opinion that there is a just claim. In that event I presume 
it will make the requisite appropriation for extinguishing the claim. 
III. Congress may be iu doubt whether the claim shonl'1 or shonld not be allowe~, 
and in that case I suggest that it be again referred to the Attorney-General for hi 
opinion, a11d it may then be determined whether the claim should bo referred to the 
Court of Claims for decision. 
I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 
FRED'K T . FRELI GHUYSEN. 
Hoo. C. G. WILLIA:\IS, 
hai1·man Committee on Foreign .clffairs, Honse, of Representatives. 
I In closures.] 
1. 1r. Barca to Mr. Blaine, Washington, December , 1 1. 
2. , tat m ut of deferr d interest on tho East Florida Claim . 
o. 1. 
.Jfr. Barca to Mr. Blaine. 
LI<; TATI N OF PAIN AT \VA IlINGTO.' 
Washington, December , 1 1. 
_h' unrl r. i nr._cl nvoy extraordinary l~ncl minister pleuipotPntiary of Hi Catholic 
f '.l · tr hn · me ,1ved in tr11ct1ou from !Ji. ov rnmont to call the attention of the 
honorabl1• P retar · f tato of th oited , tates to the old matter of the Florida 
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claims, and particularly to the note addressed to this legation by the Department of 
State on the 7th day of April, 1881. . . . 
Under date of March 1, 1880, the Assistant Secretary of State wrote to this legation 
as follows: . 
"After a careful examination the President has decided that the whole question 
should be submitted to the Codgress of the United States, to which body I have this 
day sent the message of which a copy is herewith inclosed." 
M,v immediate predecessor in this legation, to ,~horn the note. refer~ed to was ad-
dressed, regarded the decision and act of the President as a mamfestat10n of that ?ffi-
cer's desire to remove the obstacles which lay in the way of the complete execution, 
on the part of the United States, of the treaty of 1819; yet Mr. Mendez de Vigo was, 
at the same time, compelled to express to the Department of State his regret that 
the President's message to the Senate contained no indicatfon with regard to the jus-
tice of the claim preferred bY. Spain. . 
It appears th~t, together with the message of the President, all the correspondence was 
transmitted that has passed between this legation and the Department of State since 
1849 in relation to the Florida claims, and likewise the reports made upon t,be same 
by certain American judicial officers. The whole of the diplomatic correspondence 
thus transmitted to the Senate, with its accompaniments, was referred by that body 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations on the 13th day of May, 1880, and ordered 
printed. 
On the 1st of March, 1881, the committee to whom the President's message and all 
the documents bearing upon the case had been referred, presented a carefully prepared 
report, after hearing which the Senate ordered it printed and excused the committee 
from giving any further attention to the snbject. 
The honorable Senate committee which has charge of the foreign affairs of the 
United States commenced its report by stating that nothing remained to be said with 
regard to the question of the Florida claims, and that it was time for a final decision 
to be made that should pnt an end to the controversy. 
The committee added the following important declaration: 
'' In the opinion of your committee the President is the only officer of the United 
States Government who has a constitutional right to carry on a discussion with Spain, 
through the medium of a diplomatic agent, on the subject of these claims." 
It added elsewhere: 
" It would evidently l>e out of place, nay, improper, for Congress to declare, in ad-
vance of a decison by the Executive, or by that branch of the Government in which 
the treaty-making power resides, that Spain's interpretation Qf Article IX of the 
treaty of 1819 is correct or incorrect." 
The question which has been so long pending between Spain and the United States 
was declared by the committee to be "not merely a domestic, but an international 
question." 
Finally, it seems to the undersigned that the aforesaid committee very clearly and 
distinctly hints that it is t,he constitutional duty of the President to declare whether 
a just and equitable interpretation of the treaty of 1819 did not require, and does not 
still continue to require, the Government of the. United States to pay the full amount 
awarded to the claimants by the courts, according to the treaty, with five per cent. in-
tereHt as an indemnity for the loss of the use of the property taken, from the time when 
the damage was done until the date of the payment, which, notwithstanding the 
award, was not made to the claimants by Mr. Woodbury, who was, at that time, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Although this opinion with regard to the respective dnties of the President and 
Congress in this question, according to the internal regulations of the United States 
Government, emanates from but one of the two honorable hoclies of which Congress 
is composed, it nevertheless expresses the opinion of that one of the two bodies which 
bas most to do with the foreign a,ffairs of the nation, since in it resides the treaty-
making power, according to the Constitution. 
The undersigned bas devoted special attention to the report of the Senate Commit-
tee ?n Foreirrn Relations, because in its bands are the treaties negotiated by the 
~1:s1dent w~~ foreign powers.. The decisi?u o~ the Senate in the report in question 
lB, m t he op1mou of the undersigned, of capital importance, from the fact that in that 
honorable body resides a part of the treaty-making power of the Washington Govern-
ment. 
Anot her report on the same subject was submitted on the 14th day of February 
1&311 by t~e House Committee on Poreign Relations, together with a bill ordering 
the 1mmechatc payment of the claims by the Executive. 
!'his r eport wa in many respects even stronger [than] that of the Senate com-
mittee, and must be accepted, in tho judgment of the undersigned, as a declaration 
by t _h e_Pop~lar branch of the American Congress in favor of all that is claimed by 
Spam m this matter. 
The facts, the justice, and the logic of that report of the House · committee are, in 
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the opinion of the minister of Spain, wholly unanswerable, while the legal acum ·u 
displayed in its preparation is very great. · 
In the view of the undersigned, the United States Senate appears, by it cl ci ion 
of March 1, 1881, manifestly to have dissented from the opinion expre . ed by th 
Department of State to this legation under da.te of March 8, 1871, according to which 
"it had become a practical necessity of administration to await further legit1lation 
by Congress before taking any fresh action in relation to these claims." 
On the 10th of January, 1871 [a pretty careful search fails to show that any nch 
letter was sent to the Spanish legation by the Department on the date stated], the 
Department of State again informed the legation of Spain thnt, upon mature con-
sideration, it was believed that the action which it was proper for the Department to 
take consisted simply in laying all the antecedents that might be desirable a a ba, is 
of legislation before Congress. 
Very nearly the same t,hing was stated by the Departnrnnt under date of June 2 1 
1879, in reply to the notes addressed to the honorable Secretary of State by the Mar-
quis of Villa Mantilla on the 30th of May, 1878, an<l by Dou Filipe Mendez de Vigo, 
on the 3d of June, 1879. That is to say, that during the ten years which elap ed be-
tween 1871 and 1881, the Spanish Government bas always encountered the ame ex-
cuse at the Department of State, viz, that neHher the President of the United States 
nor any member of the executive branch of the Government of the Repnblic bad any 
legal power to correct the decision in pursuance of which Mr. Woodbury, who, in 
1834, was Secretary of the Treasury, refused payment of a part of the amount 
awarded by way of indemnity, whether the President did or did not consider this as 
a violation of the treaty of 18191 and that that obstacle could be removed by Con-
gressional legislation only. 
Now, did not the Senate of the United States, l>y its resolution of March 1, 1~1, 
put an end to the validity of thh; oft-repeated excuse, inasmuch as it therein e~pll~-
itly stated that it was the dut,y of the President previously to declare whether, rn his 
opinion, the decision of the Secretary of the Treasury was a jnst one and in rea ona-
ble accord with the treaty of 1819 T 
What Spain now asks is that the President (to use the words of the Senate Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations) shall '' use his full and untrammeled privileges and rights of 
discussion and negotiation, in the effort to reach a eatisfactory ·understanding" w-ith regard 
to "the two constructions of the treaty of 1819." 
The committee was very right when it stated that, in the opinion of Spain, t~e 
matter of the Florida claims involved au international, and not merely a domestic 
question. And wha,t is that question¥ It is, in brief, as follows: 
I~ 1819, during the reign of Don Fernando VII, the grandf'.1-ther of my :tug~1st sov-
ereign, a treaty was concluded between Spain and the Umted States, rn virtue ot 
which not only were all the reciprocal private claims of both Governments liquidat~d, 
but the acquisition of both Florida'3 was insured to the American Union, together with 
the security of its frontiers in the region of the Gulf of Mexico. 
The immense value and importanct" of these concessions of Spain to the U~ited 
States cannot, even in our day, be duly appreciated. Among the comparatively 
meager concessions contained in the treaty for the exclu ive l>en fit of the ul>jects of 
pain is the following: · . 
"The United States will cause satisfaution to be ma,de for the injnries, if any, which, 
by process of law, shall be established to have be n suffered by the , pani h offi e~ , 
and individual 'punish inhabitants, by the lato operations of tho American Army m 
Florida." ( See end of Article IX.) 
Is there the slightest obscurity or ambignity in th terms of the promise thn made 
by the United tat f 
;A-lthon~h the foregoing clau e of th ninth article of the treaty doe not tate what 
tribunal 1 to b created, a the eleventh article do s, it cannot be doubted that ~he 
clause ha r ferenc to a •ompeteut, impartial, and conscientiou tribunal, accordmg 
to what, in 1 19, was accept d as the recoo-nized law of nations, 
Th m rob r ofth trilmna.1 wer to be ~killed upright, n,nd clili 0 • nt m n. B fore 
th m wa to h lai<l, in npport of th hum , . uch evideur a .. honld b r cognized 
as~ iu an h ntic aucl •r~clible according to th public law wL.ich govern u h tran -
a~t1ons. !Vh th ·r th w1 tn ·ould or t:1honld t tify under oa:b r not, and what 
k1n<l of w1tn H Rhou ld h a m cl snffici nt, w r qn tions that wer 1 ft to the 
d cision of the tribunal, whi h wa to R •ttle th m in accordance with thcl principles 
of uuiv r al _ju ti ·e and th law of nation . 
It ,\:a ncith ·r the Am ri •a,11 nor th pani ·h law tbat was to s•rv a a guiu for 
th_ tr1bnn l, bu the g u ·ra1l · recognized principl of public law. Th clan econ-
ti nt ·<la. ol mn c·ontra ·th tw n wo HOV r igu pow<·r.-. 
T~1 d~mag • for which in 1 mnit: wa provid cl wcr tho. whi h had b n nft' red 
b • • panmrd '' h, • th~ p ration of tlt Ameri ·an Army in Flori la." Ev ry phra , 
r~· 11t •nc•e. ,, ·r • w r<l. of tb stipulation was to he int •rpr t •cl accordin 7 t th& 
puhhc h \' wlu b "a in for· a tb tim wb n th, tr at~· , ·a. rna<lc•. ·o Am rican 
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law, no Spanish law, no practice of Ameri?an or Span~sh courts was. to govern the 
action of the tribunal, if such law or practice was not m harmony with ~he rule ?r 
practice of international law. The measure, the cour~e, an~ the rules laid down. m 
the treaty were not a measure. or a course in conformity with local usage, bnt with 
international principles. For the legal interpret.ation of the wo1:ds "cattse satisfac-
tion to be made"" injuries" and" by process of law shall be established," and of every· 
other word in the stipulatlon, recomse was to be had to the maxims of what was, . at 
that time considered bv nations as being international law. It thns belonged tom-
ternation~l law to settle auy doubts or ambiguities that might arise. . 
The United States could not, according to_ the _trea~y, pa~~ any do1;0est1c_law. for the 
government of the tribunal that should be m v10lat10n of mternational Justice and 
jurisprudence. Neither could the United States insist upon the observance of any of 
its local laws or practices, if they were not in consonance with public law and uni-
versal justice. 
The obligations of every nation in a case like the present have recen~ly b~en defined 
by an Amerioan author of high standing. I refer to Mr. Dana, who, m b1s notes to 
Wheaton's works, uses the following language: · 
"If a treaty requires payment of money, or any special act which cannot be done 
without legislation, the treaty is still binding on the nation, and it is the duty of the 
nation to pass the necessary laws. . 
"If tbat ·duty is not performed, tbe result 1s a breach of the treaty by the nation, 
ju::,'t as much as if the breach bad been an affirmative act by any other department o:( 
the Government. Each nation is responsible for the right working of the internal 
system by which it distributes its sovereign functions; and, as foreign nations deal-
ing with it cannot be permitted to interfere with or control these, so they are not to 
be affected or concluded (sic) by them to their own injury.'"' 
Spain made no objection to the laws of the American Congress which were promul-
gated in 1823, 1834, and 1849, for the execution of the stipulations of the treaty of 
1819, but Spain did, and now does, object to the decision of the American Secretary 
of the Treasury, whereby that officer refused to pay the amount awarded by the 
judges as interest or indemnity for the loss of the use of the property from the time 
when the injury was done until the award was made. 
This legation thinks that that decision wai,; a violation of the clause of the treaty, 
because it is a violation of public law. The United States have not denied that the 
injuries were committed, nor that it is rendered obligatory upon them by the treaty · 
to cause satisfaction to be made for those injuries, and yet the Secretary of the 
Treasury refused to make the full satisfacti~n provided for by the treaty, whicl.t re-
quires, according to the principles of justice and the law of nations, that the United 
States should pay the amount awarded by the judges as interest. Spain insists that 
the treaty requires the payment of that interest, because it is required by the funda-
mental principles of justice, and by every precept of public law. · The amount 
awarded by way of indemnity under the name of interest was "established by pro-
cess of law" to be due in the full sense of those words according to the law of nations. 
This is not the proper time for the undersigned to enter into a discussion as to 
whether the Secretary of the Treasury was or was not competent, according to the 
laws of the United States in 1823 or 18!H, to refuse payment of that portion of the 
award which bad reference to the claim for interest, or whether the United States are 
or are not accustomed to pay interest in their domestic transactions; 01·, finally, 
whether the erroneous decision of a Secretary may be rectified by one of his successors 
or by the President of the llni ted States. 
All that the undersigned detf res to say is that, in the opinion of Spain, the clause of 
the treaty of 1819 to which be refers has not been fully executed by the United States 
because of t_he refusal of the aforesaid Secretary of the Treasury to pay the sums 
awarded as rnterest by the judges who examined and settled the claims presented for 
redress of the injuries done to the claimants. 
In _the note addressed by the honorable Mr. Seward to my predecessor, Mr. Mendez 
de Vigo, ou the 28th of June, 1879, are found the following words: 
. * .,. 'f • "Th~ Secre~ary rejected the amounts allowed as interest by the Florida 
Judges, which reJected items now iorm the l>fl,sis of the claim under consideration." 
Here, then, is an evident identification of the amounts whose payment was refused 
in their cha~acter 3:s interest a~ the rate of five per centum on the value of the prop-
e!ty at the tm~e of its destruction, computed from that time up to the date of the judi-
cial award of 10clemni~y; and ~rom this iclentifi_ca~ion arises, naturally and spontan-
eously, the only question pendmg so far as Spam 1s concerned tbatistosay whether 
t he treaty of 1819 required or permitted the addition of said interest or whether such 
addition w:1 therein un~erstood, by way of compensation for the d~lay in the pay-
ment, and for the loss of the use of the property from the time when the injuries were 
committed until the award was made . 
. .,. ee ante, § 268, aud note 139 Kent, i, 165-6. Hefftor, § 84. Vatte1, Droit des Gens• 
h v. IV, ch. 2, § 14. IIalleck, 8G4. 
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After a careful and mature examination of the documents transmitted bv be 
President of the United States to the Senate on the 1:3tb of May, 1 80, the nnden;ign 
bas been forced to the con~lusion that ~~e honorable Se~reta_ry of the_ Trea ury, fr. 
Woodbury, when he exammed the dems10ns of the Florida Judges, did not xamine 
whether the allowance of interest was just and equitable within the provision of the 
treaty, but that he simply inquired whether the allowance of intere twas or was not 
an established practice in the ordinary transactions of the Treasary Departm ut. 
The law of 1823 very distinctly ordered the judges to receive aud adju t the claim 
"according to the provisions of Article IX of the treaty with Spain." It likewi e or-
dered the Secretary of the Treasury '' to pay the said amounts to the persons to whom 
they had been awarded," provided that "he be satisfied that the same are jn t and 
eq11itable within the provisions of the treaty." Thus, then, the law of 1823 made the 
treaty the no1·m, and rule whereby both the judges anJ. the Secretary of the Tre ury 
were to be guided. 
The subsequent law of 1834 is, however, somewhat different in its provisions. The 
passage of this law was due to the uncalled-for refusal of the Secretary of the Trea • 
ury to pay certain indemnities awarded for losses in the years 1812 and 1813. The 
law of 1834 ordered the Secretary of the Treasury to pay these indemnities "in all 
cases in which the deci1:,ion of said judge shall be considered just by the ecretary of 
the Treasury." This law, therefore, made no special reference to the treaty. 
In the decision adopted by Secretary Woodbury in respect to the claim of Gia.no-
poli, he refused to pay interest in virtue of the powers conferred upon him by the 
aforesaid law of 1834, but without considering the previous law of 1823. The under-
signed, with all the more reason, is inclined to think that Mr. Woodbury, when he 
refused to pay a part of what the judges had awarded, considerod neither the laws 
nor the international usa,ge with respect to the allowance of interest, inasmuch a8 
the undersigned fiuds that the United States have always maintained, from the be-
ginning of their history, in their relations with foreign powers, that the prin~iples 
of strict justice and of public law require that interest should in all cases be paid, as 
was decided by the Florida judges. 
The United States demanded interest of Spain three-quartors of a century a.so, 
under circumstances similar to those of the Florida claims, and Spaiu paid that rn-
terest. The undersigned refers to the claims against Spain which grew out of A.~ti-
cle XXI of the troaty with the United States of October 27, 1795, according to which 
the tribunal appointed for its execution awarded interest as an integral part of the 
indemnity. 
The United States at this very time are demanding and obtaining interest by 
way of compensation for damages, and it is daily awarded by the Spanish-American 
Commission now in session at Wasbingto.n. . 
The United States likewise insisted upon the payment of interest in execution of 
the treaty of Ghent. The Emperor of Russia decided that the United States, accord-
in$' to that treaty, should be indemnified by Great Britain for the total amount o~ the 
private property that had been seized and carried off by the British forces. ~ ?11xed 
commi sion was appointed to settle tlJe claim d clared payable by the dee~ ion of 
the Emperor of Rnssia, and at the very outset of its proceedings the question waa 
raised whether the payment of interest did or did not form pairt of the just indem-
nity referred to by the imperial decision. Tbe American commissiouerli in isted t~at 
interest should be allowed, and they finally gainecl their point, Great BL'itain paymg 
the United States the sum of $418, 000 as interest only. 
Tile treaty of 1794 betwe n the United States and Great Britain contained a clause 
whereby Great Britain pledged her elf to pay to the United tates full indemnity for 
the illegal seizure of American vessels by the British cruisers. 
In execution of that treaty a mixed commi sion m t at London, and, a ha been 
said, in each of the ca es decided, the commission allow dinterest as an integral part 
of the incl mnity. ay, one of the American commi iouers, even declared the true 
doctrine with regard to tho payrueut of intere t to be the following: 
"Tor imburse the claimants tb original coi;t of their prop rty and all the e.xpen 
thy have actually incurred, together with int r'st on the whole amount, would, I 
think, b• aju and adequate comp n atiou . 
. "ThiR, I heJi YO, is th mea n r of comp nsation usually made by all bel I ig~rent na-
~1 n , and ace pt d by all neutral nation , for loH .. ·, cost, and damage occ 10ned by 
111 g 1 apturc• . ' 
. Th under, i•rued hu8 information from tru tworthy sources that v ry one of th 
rnt roational r mi." d commiH, iou that have d id d laim betwe n th nit d 
t&t a~1d oth r OY rt?m. nt. bavt• alwa,rs allow cl int r ta a part of th ind mui.ty, 
und •r circuru taoc mulur to th se und r whi ·h it wa awarded b th Florida 
judg an<l that ur,b intn1! t haf, 1, n paid bv th e GoYernm nt t the nited 
t . 
A l t ·ly a .Jul~· li:170 in tlui c of a laim of the Am ri an Governm nt again 
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the Government of Brazil, Sir Edward Thornton, who was the umpire, declared as 
follows: 
"The undersigned cannot, however, admit the validity of any argument whi?h 
would exempt the imperial Government from t,he payment of inte~est. If the c~a1m 
in itself can be sustained, of which the umpire bas no doubt, the claimants are entitled 
to interest." 
Finally, it is a well-known fact that the United States insisted, before the Geneva. 
tribunal, tha,t, according to international law, Great Britain was under obliga-
tions to pay interest on the value of the property destroyed by the hostile cruisers up 
to the date of the award of the indemnity. 
In the thin! subdivision of Chapter XII of the American argument with regard to 
the Alabama claims, which was submitted to the Geneva tribunal by Mr. Waite, 
now Chief Justice of the United States, Mr. Evarts, late Secretary of State of the 
United States, and Mr. Cushing, not many years since minister of the United States 
at Madrid, the undersigned finds the following words with reference to the payment 
of interest: 
"The counsel assume that interest wm be awarded by the tribunal as an element 
of damage. We conceive this to be conformable to public law, and to be required 
by paramount considerations of equity and justice." 
Interest was awarded by the tribunal and paid to the United States by Great 
Britain. 
This dedaration of the American Government, which proclaims that public law 
requires the allowance of interest as an element of the in<lemnity called for by, the 
Alabama treaty, excludes, in the opinion of the minister plenipotentiary of His Cath-
olic Majesty, even the possibility of the American Government's now alleging that 
the same public law did not call for the allowance of interest as an element of the 
indemnity provided for by the treaty of 1819. 
The undersigned will, in conclusion, be very brief, in order no longer to weary the 
attention of the honorable Secretarv of State. · 
In a note addressed to this legation, under date of October 1, 1879, and signed by 
Mr. Assistant Secretary Seward, in relation to the Florida claims, are found the fol-
lowing words: 
"If the Government of His Majesty, the King of Spain, should see fit to instruct its 
minister at this capital so to present the matter as not to bar the path to a proper 
and discreet settlement, honorable alike to both nations, whereby the executive and 
legislative powers may work in concert, with constitutional freedom, and in conso-
~ance with international law, it may rest assured that proper heed will be given to 
its representations, and that the search for and attainment of a satisfactory inter-
national adjustmeut of this long-pending question will be both the pleasure and the 
duty of the Government of the United States." 
The Government of His Catholic Majesty has sent the undersigned its instructions 
to lay before the honorable Secretary of State this question relative to the interest 
g~owing out of the treaty of 1819; thus, in accordance with international law, all 
his efforts have been sincerely directed to that end. Spain desires nothino- in this 
matter save" a proper and discreet settlement, honorable .like to both natio~s," and 
in consonance with pnblic law. 
The Government of Hhi Catholic Majesty will gladly a0cept any plan for the inter-
national settlement of this question which has been so long pending that may be 
proposed by the Government of the United States and that may be in accord with 
the judicial decisions which have been transmitted to the Secretary of the Treasury. 













Statement showing the several am-0imts allowed and paid as p1-incipal on the. several claims 'HJkick the courts returned as interest-bearing. 
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82~'3 I .A costn, Domin~o and Sarah .. . ... ...•........ .•.•.. ... ............•.• . .. .. · 1 May 10, 1813 )!'e b. 6, 1841 
87746 A.<}ostn, :Mnrganta. . •.•.......................••••........•.....•...........•. . do . . . . . . . 8ept. 26, 1838 
l:ll002 .Andron, Junn . ..........••............. .........•.•.. ........... ......•.•.. .... do . ...... Feb. 20, 1838 
100-175 Andrew, Antonio, ndministrator of ..•.. .......••••... ... ........•..•••... ... . . . do . ...... Sept.12, 1839 
100476 I Andrt>w, A.ntooio . ..... . .•• •.. .... .... .. . ...... . ...... .•••.•.• . .. , ...• ..... . . . . . do ...•.•. Nov.15, 1839 
75187 .Andrew, John (Mari3, Andrew, atlministra.trix) .•.•.....•• •...... ...•...... . .. do ....... Aug. 20, 1837 
Hm I imi;~~g1~;~·t• ••• ) ::):::;•:::)••:•:•••:::::::::):: :Ji ::::-;.~£-iii; 
76105 1 .Arnou, James . ... . .................... . .............•...........•.......... . .. do . . ... .. Jone 25, 1837 
850-10 .Anedondo, Fernando de la. Maza, and Antonio Huertas .....•••................ do ...... . June 26, 1835 
86282 Arredondo, Fernando de la Maza, jr .•. ..•... ....••.. ..... ... . .............. . .• . do . . . • . . . ... do ...... . 
'illH I jgJigf J~:~/\U\\•{l(/\\ll\\\/\\UII•(\•\ j••t~ •ill[[: i~i!\ Ii! 
75008 Baker, Catharine (C. Taylor, administrator) ... ..........•.••.......... . ... .. .. . do . ...... May 30, 1838 
79367 Berrie, ,vmiam ..... ... .. ..... ... .. .. ......... .. .............................. do ....... Nov. 21, 1838 
73008 Bt•tlmne, Farquhar .. . ..... .. .... ..... .• •.•....•.................•...........•. . do ..•... . Jan. 14, 1837 
:m: I ~l!~t: f ~::~ .~~~.~.~~~~~ ::: : · ·.:: ::: :::: :: : :.::::: :: : : : :::::: ::::::: :::: :·.:: : : : ~~ : : : : . : : .~~~lo~'.~~~~ 
75878 Boriros, Jos6 Passo de (P. deB. Papy, administrator) ...••...........•.......... do .. •... . Ang.15, 1838 1 
77839 Bovnle,n, John M . .•••........ .•.....•.....•..••................•........•...•. do ....... Jan. 4, 1836 
72686 Boyd, Joseph . .......•............ .... ·· ·-·· .........................•......... do . . ... .. Jan. 22, 1837 
76521 Bl'nddock, John D ...• .. . .. ........ . . . .... .•• . ...................•.....•........ do . . ·····1 Dec. 11, 1838 
Hm E~~~i:~F~~l;~:::::~:::::·::::·::::::·:::::~::::::::::::::::::·:::::::::::: : : : J~ :: ::: :: t!i.~ ~: m1 , 
73621 Ca.novas, .Antonio (John Canovas, executor) . . ..•.....•.•...••..•••••...•...... do ....... Jnly 9, 1837 
Yrs. mos. days. 
27 8 27 
25 4 16 
24 9 10 
26 4 2 
26 6 5 
24 3 10 
22 1 16 
22 1 16 
26 3 13 
23 8 12 
24 1 15 
22 1 16 
22 1 16 
25 2 24 
22 1 16 
26 3 3 
22 1 16 
25 4 20 
22 1 16 
25 0 20 
25 6 11 
23 8 4 
22 1 16 
22 1 16 
25 3 5 
22 7 25 
23 8 12 
25 7 1 
25 11 2 
22 1 16 
26 4 29 
24 1 20 
$366 00 $364 00 $504 90 
3,410 00 3,203 00 4,064 25 
62 00 65 00 80 54 
486 00 486 00 640 04 
260 60 260 00 344 68 
1,340 00 1, 185 00 1,438 46 
7,800 00 2,310 00 2,555 76 
7,800 00 5,490 00 6,074 07 
3,110 00 3,110 00 4,087 49 
1,020 00 1,020 00 1,208 70 
638 00 638 00 769 59 
8, 325 00 8,325 00 9,210 69 
3,500 00 3,500 00 3,872 36 
856 00 856 00 1,079 99 
5,640 00 4,980 00 5,509 81 
3,800 00 3,800 00 4,989 08 
10,480 00 9,480 00 10,488 56 
4,500 00 4,500 00 5,712 50 
772 00 772 00 854 13 
26,150 08 26,150 00 32,760 14 
9,210 00 6, 410 00 8,182 54 
6,020 00 6,020 00 7, 127 01 
370 00 370 00 409 36 
350 00 350 00 387 2-i 
5,921 00 5,921 00 7,479 47 
645 00 645 00 730 55 
1,028 75 1,028 75 1,219 06 
5,600 00 2, 194 00 2,807 85 
2,922 00 2,922 00 3,733 :!8 
570 00 570 00 730 64 
12,000 00 12, 000 00 15, 8J8 86 































83784 Cnnovas Bartolo . ........•..............••••............ .......•.••. ...... . ..... ao . . . . . . . .Aug. 12, 1838 
1034:ll Capella, Peter, administrator of .... .. . .........•...•. .. . . •• .•• . .••.. .. ...•.. .. • do ... .... July 12, 1849 
102832 Capo, J obn, auministrator of John Capo ...... ...•... .......... . . .......... . - ... do . . . . . . . Oot. 12, 1849 
83988 Qi\po, Peter . ................•..................................••.............•. do ....... Nov. 30, 1840 
g5~~g J Catlhen, James .......•....... .. ... ..... .................................... .. . . do ....... May 16, 1838 
98538 Cashen, James (by S. Murphey, administratrix)............................. Oct. l, 1818 Mar. 3, 1824 
83311 Cer'?opoly, Peter . .. ...... . ........... ·· · · ··.· ·:· .. .......................... May 10, 1813 June 26, 1835 
85341 Christopher, Samuel S. (S. L. Braddock, admm1strator) ....... . ................. do . . . . . . . do .... . 
84647 Christopher, Spicer (P. C. l3raddock, administrator) .................... . ........ do ....... Oct. 8, 1839 
;m ! §Ifif ::21::::r:•:: :: ::: : : ::: ::: :: ::: : :: :::::::: :::: ::::::: ::::: :: : :: ::: :: : : J~ : : : : : : : 1~~Hi: m~ 
81371 Corifatio, PE'dro .... .... ................. . .... . .. . ..........•..•........... . ... . do ........... do ...... . 
mi~ 8~fcti:~.mn::::: :::::: ::::::: :::: :::: ::::::::::: ::::::::::: :::::::::::::: : :: :~~ : :::::: ·o~t~0 li,"isii1" 
82248 Dell, J ames ......... ........ .... ....... . .................................... . ... do ....... June 26, 1835 
83832 Dell, William . ....•• . ........................................................... do....... do ...... . :mz ~:::::: r~rrp·: :::::::: :: :·::::::::::::::: ::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::·.:::::: : :~:~~:: ::: :: ~~~ 2~: m~ 
86318 Dewees, William .. . . .... ....... ...........•.... . ..........••.................. . do . ....•. June 17, 1839 
82632 Dioca, Montes Juan Gonzales ..............................•.................... do ....... June 26, 18:S5 
92279 Dixon, John .. .......... .......... .. .... ..... . . ...... ... ............. .. ....... do ........... do . .... .. 
108486 Dominguez, Manuel ..... .. . ........... . ........ . ..................... . ..... July 1, 1818 July 1, 1824 
86844 Edinboro, Philip ...... . ... : ... . ................. ... ... .................. .. .. May 10, 1815 Aug. 8, 1838 
75016 Espinora, Sebastian (Raymore Sanchez, administrator) . .•...................... do ...•... May 26, 1838 
76455 Fatio, Francis P., sr. (L. Engle & Dunham, esqrs.) ....•......................... do ....... July 15, 1838 
94405 Fatio, Francis P.,jr ............................................................ do ....... June 26, 1835 
77832 Ferrer, l3arldom de Costier T .... .•. . .. . .. ... .•...•..•.....•.... .. .............. do ....... Sept. 2, 1839 
g~t~: ir:z~!:~:·1i°l~c~. :::·.:::::·:.::::::·.: ::: ::: : ::: :: : : : : : : : : :::::: ::: ::: : :: ::: : : : : : :i~:: :: : :: -~~nJ'o2~: :~!~. 
g:g~ i~:~f: ~ii~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::!~::::::: ~?e ~i: m~ 
76G03 Floyd, Joseph . ..... . ....................•...••................................. do ...•.. . Aug.19, 1838 
73915 Forbes, John, administrator {William Travis) ..............•.................... do ....... Sept. 30, 1837 
79074 Fousha, Peter ..••...........................••................................. do ....... Nov. 15, 1838 
mn frlli?J1~t;~:) :::::: ::::: :::::::: ::::::::: :: ::/: :) : ::): : : : : Ai :: : : ::: i~f •;;: iii-
73052 Gianopoli, Georp:eand Ann, and A .Monteria ..•.. ... .• , ...•................... do ....... Jan. 18, 1837 
g~tig 8U~:~~: :~~:~L~~::: :: : : : : : : : : : : :: : : : : : :: : : :: :: : :: : : : : ::::::: :: : : : : : : : :: : : : : : : : ~~ : : : : : : : -~~~J'/~: :~~~. 1z::ir gr~ves, Henry [H. N. Graves, administrator) .............••................. Jan. 1, 1819 Mar. 23, 1824 
nffith, Cornelius .. .••....... .. .••...•.............................••...... May 10, 1813 June 26, 1835 





































































































































157, 046 00 






























5 720 00 
1: 403 00 
1,865 00 




























































24, 120 63 
1,220 84 













































Statement shotcing the several aniownt,a allowed and paid aa p1·incipal, <f-c.-Continued. 
1-<,d ' -r.o 
o.;a'° ~ 
bl) 
~-~ i,'.;..dr.o 'd E ii== ::I. 
.i:?13 ~ 
.,_,.., =:::, . ~"C ,i:,IO..- Name of claimant. .,... 0~ :S ~ .; ff J:::r.o. '" ... a .... ~'d ~~ ~E-lt: 0 .£ ... ~ 
.£ c;j~ ~ ~ ·ec=" ~ Q-~ c,;S"C•M,-.C 
~ A A 
90228 1 Hartley, Frederick .••....................•......•.••.•........•.•....•.•... May 10, 1813 June 26, 1835 
8:Ji61 IInrtloy,HenTy .•...............•.• _ •....•••••.•••.•..•...•..•.•••.•.••......... do .•••.•• Sept. 6,1837 
73620 
1 
m,runndoz, .Jose (Cardona.) ..............•••••.••..•.........••.•..•............ do ..••••. Dec. 28, 1836 
Ei . r l:I~::!,r:z~:~::: <::::: ::::: :: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::i::: :: :: :::::: ~?: ~ ~~: 
iF.E I 1:mm1E:H:i~.:::::::::_::: ::::::::::::::_:::::::::::::::::::: ::::: :J~ :::::: ::J~ :::::: 
97900 Hill, Charles ................... ..... ...... ..................••.......•.•••..... do ....•...••. do .•..•.. 
1i~m !~::f~tJ~;~~::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::J~ ::::::: ::J~ ::::::: 
82339 Ilont1ton, .John .•...•..• - . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . • • • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Oct. 10, 1818 Mar. 4, 1823 
69455 1 Howley,.Jobn :······················:·····················:················ Mayl0,1813 .June26,1835 
..d. 








Yrs. mos. days. 
22 1 16 
24 3 26 
23 7 18 
22 1 16 
24 9 17 
22 1 16 
22 1 16 
22 1 16 
22 1 16 
22 ] 16 
22 1 16 
22 1 16 
22 1 16 
4 4 25 
22 1 16 
Rud.oelo, Ezekiel ..•.................••.. • .. ... . . ..•........•.•..•......•....... . do ..•••...... do ...... . 
8.'i236 I Huertas, Antonio* . .•.....•............. ... ................•••...•......... .. .......... _ . . .........................•.•.••. 
75887 Hnfihes,.Joseph ············- ····· ······ ·· ····· · ···························· May 10,1813 Feb. 17,1838 24 9 7 
22 1 16 
1~m I i~:~~Ii~t~~~~~'.~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::J~ ::::::: .:~;{0:::~::. !! .! ~i 
=~~ } Kingsley, Zephaniah .••.•..••..•...•........................................••. do . . ..... .June 26, 1835 22 1 16 
80172 Kni~ht, Britt-0n ................... .• ................•......•••......•..•......•. do ....... May 2, 1838 24 11 23 
99331 I Lano, Jane, estate of, Jesse Wilson, administrator ..•.....••........ . ........... do ..•.•.. .June 26, 1835 22 1 16 
108:!07 Lanier, Harden._ ....•......••..•.....••...........••........................... do .....•.... do . . . . . . . 22 1 16 
82542 Lanrence,John ......•.............••................•...• _ ••............•...••. do ....... Sept. 8,1837 24 3 28 
78259 Ledwith, L. and M, heirs of ...... .. .......•........••.......•.................•. do ..••••• Apr. 17, 1839 25 11 7 
74788 Leonaidi, Bartolomi.. .•...•.••..•..•••.......•..•• . .•..•.•••................ 1 •••• do ...•••. May 26, 1838 25 O 16 
~~m t:~~:~t·. ~~~~·.·.·.-.-.-.·.·.- _._._._._._._._._. .. _._._._._._._._._. _._._._._._._. _._._._. _._. _. _. .-.-.-.·.-.-.-.-.- _._. _._. _. _. _. .- 1: == :i~:: ::::>ju:e0 6: isas· I ~ i ~ 
73111 LObt-On.John,administratorof ··············· · ····-······················· .•.. do •..••. . 1Jan. 14,1837 23 8 4 









+> ~ = bJl ::I'd 


















.... -... --. . -...... 
5,000 00 
2,780 43 































































































































~ p,.. .... 
~ 
811\~l Lopoz, .Anclrl'e .•...••••....•...•• . •.•..••...•• .. •.•..••••• .•••..••••..••••..•.. -.v . •••• •. .Aug. 12, 1888 25 8 2 206 00 205 00 268 87 
82538 Lopez, Christopher ......................... ·•·••· ••.... · •·•• · ..•..•. ·••··•• .••. do •.••••. June 6, 1838 25 0 26 Sil4 00 334 00 
418 71 
00713 Lo1)ez, Justo·············· .. •••••· ... ··••••• ..••.••••••••.••...•..•..••.•...... do ..•.... June 26, IS.% 22 1 16 2,675 00 2,675 00 2,959 60 
811707 Lourcy Joseph ....•....•.•. •.••....••. ..•.. ... . .•.•.•.•••••..••. .• . ....•.. Jan. 1, 1819 Mar. 3, 1824 5 2 2 410 00 400 00 103 44 
88510 Lowe, Horatio .. .•.....••...•.......•.•••....•...•...•••.•.•••..••••.•.•••.. May 10, 1813 June 26, 1835 22 1 16 800 00 800 00 885 11 
79359 Lowe, John I .. . ...................... ····· ..................................... do . ...... Jan. 30, 1837 23 8 20 1,190 00 1,190 00 1,411 47 
743il5 Maestro 1'oter jr. (J. and P. Masters, executors) .... .........••••...•..•• . ... . do .•••..• Oct. 7, 1837 24 4 28 925 00 925 00 1, lW 02 tzj 
8804-4 Mas, Ju:W P., Johu M.as, heir of ...............•..•...••••..•.......••......... do ..•.... June-26, 1835 22 1 16 459 00 459 00 507 83 ~ 
;~~~ ~:~t;:1~.1it:!d ·ii ·w:::::::: ::: :::: :::: :: ::: :::::::.-:::::: ::::: :::: ::::::'. :: : :~~: :::::: ~~ii: m~ 26 2 16 2,106 00 2, 106 00 2,760 03 l:._zj 22 1 16 1,880 00 1,880 00 2,080 01 Q 
73315 McDonald, Fernando D., and James Pelot . ••••. . .................•.....•.. Jan. 1, 1814 Sept.17, 1836 22 8 16 15,557 50 15,557 50 17,666 44 c::: 
85371 Mointosh,John.R .......•...•.••.........•..•.•......••.••..••••..•.....•.. May 10, 1813 June26, 1835 22 1 16 68,934 00 68,934 00 75,607 80 '"3 
850-!8 McQueen, .A.bn1 ...•• •... .. .•..••... •. .............•........•..•.........•...•.. do ..••....... do ....... 22 1 16 1,587 00 1,211 00 1,339 84 ~ 0 
82782 Miller, Davi<l S. R .. . ...... .•. . .. . ..............•.......... . .•.•................ do ...•...... do .••... 22. 1 16 8,450 00 8,450 00 9,348 99 z 
89063 M.ills, Wm . .T., Wm.J. Mills, executor .•..••.........••...••.......•..•...•..... do .....•. July 1, 1839 26 1 22 6,770 00 6,770 00 8,849 89 
94421 Morrell, John . .•.•.•••..... . ..• . .••....... .. .•.••..•••.•..... •. ... . .•..•....• . do ....... June 26, 1835 22 1 16 844 00 844 00 933 75 0 
mii r;;~:~;~~::z·~; ;~:~.-:::::: ::::~::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: : :::::: :::::: : :::::: :::::: 22 1 16 395 00 395 00 437 02 ~ 22 1 16 3,450 00 3,450 00 3,817 04 
'"3 
82466 J O'Neill, Mary .... . • •. .....••..•.•••.••••..•.••.......•..•..•.•............ .••. do .• • ..•. .... do .•.• · ••. 22 1 16 1,640 00 1,640 00 1,814 48 tr: 94398 trj 
83762 O'Neill, William ...... . ............••....•..........•......•..•..•.....•••. .... do .....•. ... . do ....... 22 1 16 1,375 00 1,016 67 l, 124 83 
73637 Ormond, James and Emanuel, C. Lawton, administrator ..•••...•.......•.. .... do ••...•. Nov.19, 1837 24 6 9 14,400 00 12, 193 00 14,951 68 '"3 
76340 Ortega, Lazara .••..•••....•••..•••• .. .... • ........•.•...•.....•.. . ...•..••. .... do .•••... June 26, 1838 25 1 16 619 00 519 00 652 07 ~ 
89139 Pacetti, .Andrew .••. . .........••...•.•.•...•• .. ...••...•...•.... ..• .. - ..... ..•. do .....•. .A.ug. 27, 1837 24 3 17 750 00 
750 00 I 911 15 &:' 75082 
~:R[~e~a~!~~i·s·::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
.•.. do ..•.... July 18, 1837 24 2 8 1,800 00 1,80 2,177 00 
75214 .... do ....... Feb. 18, 1838 24 9 8 12,000 00 8,393 75 10,396 62 '"3 
94423 Pellicer, Francis ..•.•.. ..•. ••.••..••••.••.•.......•.•.•....... •. .. - . - • • • - - • ..• . do .•..•.. ... do ...•... 24 9 8 12,000 00 2, 500 00 8,096 53 ~ 
77132 Perpall, Gabriel. ....•••.•.•.•....•.........••...... - .••...• . • - • - . -•.•. - • ... . .. . do ..•.••. Feb. 23, 1839 25 9 13 5,280 00 5, 280 00 6,807 54 
88490 ~f~~:.0 P~:a·~~~~:::: :: : : : : ::: : : : : :::::: :::: :: : :::::: :::::: ::: : : : : : : : : : : : •.•. do ....•.. ,Jan. 26, 1835 22 1 16 800 00 800 00 885 11 0 84671 .... do ..•.•.. Mar. 19, 1837 23 10 9 2,555 00 2,555 00 3,047 90 "tj 
73630 Pomar, Martina .•.•••.•.••..•••.• .• ..•..••..• .. . • .•.•••. • .• •.. .•.....•.. - •• ..•. do ....... Dec. 26, 1836 23 7 16 88 75 88 75 104 85 
81963 Ponce, John ..... • ...•.•....••...•.•..•.•...•...•. . •••••••.... .. . -· •.....•.. .... do .•..... Feb. 1, 1838 24 8 19 259 00 259 00 320 12 
78347 Pons, Francis D. and P . ................................................... : •.•. do ..•..• . July 14, 1837 24 2 4 2,000 00 2,000 00 2,417 78 00 
87747 Pons. Matia~ ..•..•••••.•••..••. • .•. .. .. . .•••••....•••...•......•. •• .••..... . .. . do ....•• • July 5, 1837 24 1 26 499 00 499 00 602 68 (.0 
82301 Priest, Gabriel . .• .• ••••..•..••.•••...•.... • .•..... - ••... -~ . ·. - • - • • • • • · • • • • • • .... do ..•... . July 11, 1838 25 2 1 1,575 00 tl, 290 00 1,623 43 
84941 ~~!-~. ~!J;~i: :::::: :: : : : ::::: ::::::::: ::: : : ::: ::::::::: :::::: :::: :: : :: : .... do ....... Sept. 4, 1837 24 3 24 102 00 102 00 124 02 ~ -104644 .... do . .... . June 26, 1835 22 1 16 10,032 00 2,075 00 2,295 75 ~ 
83831 Reed, Rebecca E .....•...............•.••...•.•...•••..•••.•..••..•.. • • . - •. .... do ....... .... do .....•. 22 1 16 817 00 817 00 908 92 '"3 
81651 ~}~t:~t ~~!~~~:: ~~:::: :::: :::::: :::::: :: : : : : : ::::::::::: :: :::::::::: ::: : : : • ... do . .... . . .A.pr. 18, 1829 15 11 8 2,066 00 2,066 00 1,646 49 P:l 83129 ... . do ....... June 26, 1835 22 1 16 10,110 00 10,110 00 11,185 58 
55016 Rocho, .Abraham ..••••...••••.•...•......•..•.••..••••..•...•...•.......... ... do ..•.... ... do . . . . .. . 22 1 16 t651 50 651 50 720 81 00 
81942 f l~jJJ;i: :: :·:::::) ::::!: ::: :::: \:: ::: ::: :: :) ::: : : : : : : : : : : : ::: : :: : : : ii • :: : : : : t!.;!: !~!_ 25 3 2 260 00 260 00 328 32 ~ 74377 24 1 24 400 00 400 00 483 00 > 93040 22 1 16 1,120 00 1, 120 00 1,239 16 ~ 85093 22 1 16 5,823 00 4,931 00 5,455 58 ~ 
80681 ~:~~~::: l~it~.0!~.:::::::::::: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : i~ : : : : : : : ~!i~ it rn:g 26 4 14 5,248 00 4,661 00 6,069 00 87060 22 1 16 1,245 00 1,245 00 1,377 46 
•;see Arredondo. t$1 ,200 a.mount given~ Senate document No. 82 . t$551.50 amount i;tiven in Senate document No. 82. ..... 
0. 
Statement showing the several aniCYUnts allowed wud paid as principal, 4'c.-Continued. 


















Z-!96!l Snnchaz, Francis X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . May 10, 1813 1 Feb. 13, 1838 
,,,115 Sanchez, Raymond l\lld Nicholas .....•..•...••...............................•. do ....... May 10, 1838 
8'2543 Snntuna, MnraaritaBevis ...................................................... do ..•.•.. Jan. 31, 1837 
!J85:!0 Simls, Snmuef ................................................................. clo ....... June 26, 1835 
llOlU Snunders, E. Mary ............................................................. clo ..•..•. *June26,1835 
765:!d Scoliel<!t_ Lewis and Margaret (James A. Lambie, administrator) ............... do ..•.... tMaylO, 1837 
76004 Sebrui, liennet .................................................................. do .•••... May 26, 1838 
i~~~~ Sego!, John (P. Segui, administrator) .......................................... do ....... Aug. 5, 1838 
~:ii i=~.~Jm~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::: ::J~ ::::::: }YiJi: Hi~ 
77118 Solano, Lorenzo, Mary Magdaline, widow .........•...............•............ do ....... 1 Jan. 27, 1838 
~~u~ j J Underwood, Jehu······················· .....................••.............. do······· 1 Dec. 22, 1840 
!ffi !JF}!§j~t:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::<::)::: : :::::: :di :):: ~~if:ii! 
77524 \Vaterman, Elenzer, administrator of . •......•...........•..........•........... do ....... May 7, 1839 
I!m ;t;f i11~[~t::::::::: :: : ==:: =: = :: = =:: = =: = =:::::: =:: =: := := = =: = = = = =: = =: : = J; : = == = =: t!?~ ~um 









Yrs. ,,nos. days. 
24 9 3 
24 0 0 
23 8 21 
22 1 16 
22 1 16 
24 0 0 
25 0 16 
25 2 26 
26 4 15 
26 3 4 
24 1 6 
2!\ 1 17 
23 4 7 
26 3 24 
26 2 14 
33 1 16 
26 0 18 
22 11 11 
22 1 16 
24 4 3 
23 0 14 
27 2 15 
30 2 3 
32 5 6 
32 5 7 
27 7 12 
28 9 2 
22 1 16 
26 0 0 
26 4 26 
25 11 28 
24 2 29 
23 8 8 

































1, 017 00 
150 00 
5, g:g gg 1 
t g~g gg I 
u. 250 oo I 
1,870 oo I 
11, 150 00 
6,900 00 
3,575 00 I 








































11, 150 00 
6,750 00 , . .,. ., I 14, 205 00 
980 00 
450 00 















4, a10 25 
















6, 631 93 
362 10 





8, 775 0(1 
:1, 401:( 74 
Hl,,HJ:.! 54 
1. 104 11 
5.13 tlO 





































Williams, Samuel ... .. ....... ... ........ ... ... ........ ....... ......... .. ... , .... do ...... Jan. 8,1889 J 25 7 29 25,820 00 , 25,820 00 i 33,132 09 
Wiug:tt,e, Jeremiah ........... ....... ... ... ....... ... ........ . .. ........ ... .... do . ...... June 26, 1835 22 1 16 503 00 503 00 556 51 
Wi11~nte, Johu . ...... .. . . .............................................. . .. i· . . do . . ..... June 26, 1R35 ,
1 
22 l 16 825 50 523 50 1 579 rn 
Woriay,Jncob .• _. ... .... ........ ... ....... . . .. . .. .......•.............. ... .. 
1 
.. . . clo .. •.••. June26,183~ 22 1 16 1 7!J4 00 794 oo I 878 47 
Ynuol>ar . .Antomo P .................... .. ... . .................. .... .. .. ........ do ....... June 26, 1830 22 1 16 88 75 88 75 1 98 19 
Yougo, Henry ................. .. ......•........................ .. .. ... ·1 . do ...... Nov. 18, 1838 , 25 6 8 16,230 00 16,230 00 20,711 28 
Yongo,PhilipR ...........................•.............. .................. 1 •••• do . ..... . Sept.27,1837 1 24 4 !7 J 2,900 00 2,900 00 3,53518 
I I 
~o~~~ ····· · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·· · · · ·· · · ·· · • ~·~~-· ~~·.·-~ • • • • • • • •· • • .
1 
.... •·. • •. • • •. . . . . . . . . . . . 
1 
.............. , .. ·j 1,089,747 91 1,024,741 44 1,199,668 58 































18 EXECUTION OF THE TREATY OF 1819 WITH SPAUf. 
Mr. Brewster to .Mr. Frelinghuysen. 
DEP.A.R'.l'MENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, .D. O., April 11, 1884. (Received April 15.) 
SIR: In a letter dated June 26, 1883, you proposed for m,r co11sidera-
tion the question as. to the liability of the United States under the treaty 
with Spain of 1819 for interest as allowed by the Florida judges 111 their 
dech-ious upon the claims of Spanish subjects presented uu<ler the ninth 
article of that treaty. 
Subsequeutly, by a resolution of the Senate, passed December 6, 
1883, the President was requested to inform that boJv, if 11ot iucom-
patible with the public service, (1) whether or not, in l~is opi11io11, the 
saitl article has been fully executed by the United States; (i) if 11ot, 
then, ,~ Whether the impediment to its t'Xecution arises out of uu:--ettled 
questions of fact or undetermined questions of law, arnl wbat, if a11y, 
are s11<·h u11settled questions of fact and uudetermined gu~stious of law." 
· These inquiries involve an examination of s:1id article :-md of the pro-
vision made by Co11gress for executing- the same, a11d also of the result 
an<l effect of the proceedings had under such provision. 
B_y tlJe said article it .is stipulated : 
u'l'he United States will cause satisfaction to be made for the in-
juries, if any, wl.Jicb, by process of law, sl.Jall be establi~hed to have 
been suffered by the Spanish officers and individual Spa11h;h iuhabit-
.ants by the late operatio11s of the American Army in Florida." 
In executio11 of the same article the act of March 8, 18j3, chapter 35, 
was enacted. By the fir~t section of that act tbe judges oi' tl.Je :superior 
courts estahlisbed at Saint Augustine a11d Pensacola, res1>t:•ctin•I.Y, are 
authorized to receive and adjust all claims arh;ing withiu their respect-
ive jul'isdictious, agreeably to the provisions of sai<l article; aud by 
tbe secoud section it is provided: 
~, That in all ca:ses in wllich said judges shall <leci<le in fa,·or of the 
claimants, the <lt>cisious, with the evidence 011 which they are fonnded, 
sliall l>e by the said judges reported to tlJe Secretary of the Treai-:ury, 
who, ou being atisfie<l tLat the same is ju ,t and equitable wituin the pro-
vision' of the sai<l. treaty, slJall pay t11e amount thereof to the person 
or pt>rso11s i11 who e favor the same is adjudgt>d," &c. 
'l'lrnt act was con trued by the St>crctar,\· of the Treasury tJ) not extend 
to h1jnrie suffered ill 1812 aud 1813 from t!Je cause me11tio11e<l iu the 
treat)·, uut to appl_y oul. to tho e of a sul> ·equt:>nt J>eriod. 111 cou~e-
que11ce of thi ' com,tructio11 the act of Juue 2u, 18:34, chnpt<.•r K7, was 
pa · ·ed, e1ilargi11~ the autl1ori ty of tlrn jndge of tl.Je :-;np rior court at 
Saiut .A ngu ·tim•, aud of th Secretar,) of tlJe Trea ury, ~ o l'.IH to iii ·Jude 
clai111 for i11jnl'ie li-iUflert>d i11 1i;1~ mid 181:$, but li1uitiug· the time for 
prt>," t'nti11~ the clni111 to ou J·ear fro111 tue pa· age of the act. 
uclJ wa8 tu pr Yi ' io11 m:tde by Uo11gre · for t'xecuti11g ~aid article , 
all() that th trilmual · tber l,J· creatt'd, viz, tu ju<lg and tl1 , 't. .. cre- • 
tary of tht' Trt';t ,· 111·~·, for a<lju ti11µ: claim for da111ag·e ·, wt·r , i11 that re-
ganl, a ,uffi ·i •11i co111plia11ce with the treaty, i, affirm d iu th(• opiuion 
of tlH· upr ' 111 • ~o ul't iu the ca e of Unit cl State vs. li'errt·ira (13 How., 
47, 41 ). 
Th . trih1111al~ :t, bli:li <1," r mark th court t!Jer , "are i-;ul> ·tau-
tially th' ·am with tho e u ' ttal1,\· creat •cl, wh re 011e nation ,1gn· by 
t!·••_aty to p·i..r dPbt · r da,macr , ~ hiclt may l>e fountl to lw <lue to rue 
.c1 1i •11 f ,rnotb •r couutry. Thi treaty meant nothing more than the 
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tribunal and mode of proceeding ordiriarilyestablished_on s_uch o~ca~ions, 
and well knowu and well understood when treaty obllgat10ns of this de-
scription are undertaken." 
Under that proYision the judges were authorized to receive and adjust 
claims wlJich originated within their respective jurisdictions, but a power 
-of revision over awards maue by them in favor of claimants was given 
the Secretary of the Treasury. · " No claim, therefore," says the court 
in the case above cited, '' is due from the United States m,til it is sauc-
tioned by him; and his decision against ttie claimant for the whole or a 
part of the claim as allowed by the judge, is final and conclusive." 
The court further observes in the same case: 
''All that the judge is required to do i8 to reCf~ive the claim when the 
party presents it, aud to adjust it upon such evidence as he may have 
before him or be able himself to obtain. But neitl1er the evidence nor 
his award are to be tiled in the court in which be presides, ~or recor<led 
there; but be is required to trausrnit both the decision and the evidence 
upon which he decided to the Secretary of the Treasurs; and the claim 
is to be paid if the Secretary thinks it just and equitable, but not 
otherwise. It is to be a debt from the United States upon the decision 
of the Secretary, and not upon that of the judge." 
Pursuant to tlte authority thus conferred, the judges received and 
acted upon claims presented to them, and where they decided in favor 
of claimants, tbeir decisions, with the evidence upon which the Ra.me 
rested, were reported to the Secr(>tary of the Treasury for his action. 
In nearly everJ· case in which they so decided, tbe,v added to the 
amount of actual damage found to have been sustained by the claim-
ant interest thereon at a certaiu rate for a certain period; but the in-
tereRt so added was, on revision of the awards by the Secretary of the 
Trea~ury, uuiformly rrjt-1cted by him, and the claimant paid without 
any allowance for i11tert-1st being included in the payments. 
All claiius cog-nizable by the ju<lges under the provision above re-
ferred to have lo11g siuce bet>n passed upon by them, and the amounts 
finally allowed tlrnreon, upon re\'isiou by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
have all betJll paid to the pa_rtjes entitled. 
Thus, as mattn of fact, it appears-
(1) That adequate tribunals (composed of the judges and the Secre-
tary of the Treasury) for adjusting the claims were created by Con-
gress, and that, in tlJis respect, all that ii, co11ternplated or required by 
the treaty has been performed. 
(2) TlJat iu the aujustment of the claims thi•, mode of proceeding- pre-
scribeu by the li-tw crt-'atiug· sncll tribunals (viz, examination and decis-
ion in tlJe fir:st iustauce by thejmlg·e, revision a11d tiual uecisioa tl.tere-
upo11 by the Secretary) lias bt:'en followe<l t1Jroug-I..10ut,. 
(:3) That the amouut8 tl1ereby ascertained to be due from the United 
S~ates to clain_1a11ts ha~e all been paid, an<l that there remaiu uuauju-
d1cateu no churns cog-mzable by such tribunals. 
From tlie frm·g-oing- J dt:"duce the follow mg conclusion: That the Gov-
• ernmt·nt of tbe U 11ited States has already <lone all that it was bound to 
do uuuer the artielt-' of the treaty bereiuuefure mentioned· in other 
'!oru., bas folly cxec!1~ed the said article; aud, constqneutly, tbat uo 
lrnh1l1t.r wba~ever, ar1srng under the treaty, uow rests upon it. lure-
g~ru to tue rnterest allowe,l by tlte judg·es in the first instance aud 
afterwards, on_ re,•i~iou, disallowed by the Secretary of the 'rrea;ury 
that tands rt>Jedt•d by the 'ultimate deoi8ion of the tribunal created ii~ 
~ou~ormity_ with th_e re.qniremeuts of the treaty for the purpose of ad-
Justmg cla1m8 preJerred thereunder. And as no appeal from such de-
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cision is prov,ided for, it must be deemed to be conclusive upon the 
claimants with respect to the subject-matter thereof. No obligation on 
the part of the United States exists, by virtue of the treaty, to "cause 
satisfaction to ·be made" to them for any damage over and above that 
which, according to the final decision of said tribunal, they have su -
tained. 
I am, sir, very respectfully, 
BENJAMIN HARRIS BREWSTER, 
Attorney-General. 
